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^ iiSav* " Varioti* Ilia Could Witnesses who testified for 

' i- i \m t j plaintiff testified that Lartigue's 

fe&'~,P l t ,se Fatal Malady • cancer was a "primary lung 

cancer," or one which origin- 
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^The major witness who test!- ated in that organ. Dr. Rigdon 
?fied Tuesday in the cigarette- said ^at Iun £ * s a com * 
cancer case being tried in fed- from another parf of the Wy 
>ral .court said that the lung 
tcancer• which ■ killed flie /irian 
Whose widow brought the suit 


made public by the American 
[Cancer Society, the United 
States Public Health Service, 
and the British ministry of 
ihealth on the relationship of 
smoking with lung cancer as 
"conclusive,** tv*:*/., 

'Investigations have been 


4 and that in many cases thpy; [made as early as 1900 ni to the 
are erroneously diagnosed as 
^primary," - 


Regarding the alleged in ere ajte 
In the incidence of lung cancer, 
the pathologist said that be is 
suspicious that there really is 


"could 
number of 


have, been caused by a 
diseases which the 
plaintiff’s husband had during 
Ws lifetime, 

f Dr. R. H. Rigdon, Galveston, 
Tex., a specialist in experimen- 


relationshlp of smoking and 
[lung cancer but nobody got hot 
and bothered about it Until 
about 1950/*'he asserted. 

% He was asked by Belli if he 
would change his opinion as to 


no tremendous increase but that Ithe possible causitive effect of 


"we are seeing more cases and 
the population in the age brack- 


tel pathology said that Frank et where Iung cancer occUrs 

T T rM min ‘'hr.W manii thimre __ . 
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J. Lartigue "had many things 
connected with the changes 
“which many people consider the 
cause of cancer.** 

I' ‘ He said that Lartigue’s medi¬ 
cal history showed that he suf¬ 
fered from influenza, tubercu¬ 
losis, measles and syphilis. In¬ 
fluenza and tuberculosis pro-, 
duce inflammation of the lungs 
1 fr nd these and; the other two- 
diseases have at times been com 
;.nected to cancer'formation. 

, / The witness also said that the 
fact that Lartigue traveled over 
farred and dirt roads during ca¬ 
reer as a salesman might have 
been a* contributing factor. He 
cited a study made many years I 
iigo on this subject by a British/ 
researcher. ^ . . ^ ' ^ v : 1 

DENIES RATIO NARROWS 
Dr. Rigdon denied' that the ra¬ 
tio of lung cancer in men and 
\vomen is narrowing as women 
smoke cigarettes more. He tes¬ 
tified that he studied this prob¬ 
lem and has come to the con¬ 
clusion that there is a tremen¬ 
dous variation in the ratio. 

' "My opinion is that before 
1900, there was a ratio of three 
or four males with lung cancer 
to one female and in the years 
irom 1950 to 1953 it was five 
,or six males to one female. 
There has been a slight in¬ 
crease in the males but not a 
terrific change,** he asserted; 
He said that, he expects the gap 
to widen slightly in the years 
to come. 


C 


is increasing/* Most lung can 

cer is found In persons over 50,j 
he said; - J i 

TELLS OP EXPERIMENTS 
The witness claimed that the 
rise in the incidence began long 
before cigarette . smoking be¬ 
come popular and that “every- 
time a new technique comes out 1 
for.the examination of the chest 
the incidence of lung cancer 
goes up/* - >! 

He said that he did not con¬ 
sider smoking related to lung 
cancer and gave as one of his 
major reasons for the opinion 
that there has been no experi¬ 
mental evidence to show the 
production of lung cancer in any 
experimental animal. ! ; ^ 

He claimed that there Is 
"more talk now about air pollu¬ 
tion as a result of the Los An¬ 
geles smog.** 

I Under cross-examination by 
Melvin M. Bellii an attorney for 
Mrs. Victoria St. Pierre Lar¬ 
tigue, the plaintiff in the case. 
Dr. Rigdon said that he has 
been conducting experiments 
with ducks at'the University of 
Texas and that he has been un¬ 
able to produce tumors in the 
ducks’ tracheas by pathtihg 
them with tobacco products. 
DENIES TOBACCO GRANTS 
He denied that he is receiving 
grants from tobacco companies 
to make the experiments, but 
said that the university gets 
money for their laboratories. 

Hie doctor also testified that 


smog if he were shown a study 
of 8000 persons in Los Angeles 
>vho did not get lung cancer. 

"And there Is another study 
which shows different results. 
So, you pays your money and 
you takes your choice/* Dr. 
Rigdon replied. 

The only other witness called 
Tuesday was Dr. J. N. Ane, a 
radiologist and clinical profes¬ 
sor of radiology at the Tulane 
university school of mpdicine. 

Dr. Ane examined Lartigue's 
X-rays and pointed to the can¬ 
cer from which he died as well 
as to several calcifications 
which he said indicated old 
inactive tuberculosis. * v 
Two depositions taken by the 
defendants from witnesses prior 
[to the trial were also read into 

fee record. They were the de¬ 
positions. . of Dr. Charles W* 
Mayo of the'Mayo Clinic, Roch¬ 
ester, Minn., and Dr. Norman En- 
de f the pathologist who performed 
the autopsy on Lartigue. 

DEPOSITIONS GIVEN ^ 
Dr. Mayo testified in his deposi¬ 
tion that he does not. feel that 
it has been established that smok- 
‘ing is the sole cause of lung can¬ 
cer, He said that there are cases 
where it might be , a contributing 


Dr. Ende described the type tif 
cancer irom which Lhrtigue died 
and said in the depbsltion that U 
was classified In the autopey Re¬ 
port as a "squamous cell** can¬ 
cer because that was the classi¬ 
fication preferred by his superior 
at the Veterans Administration 
hospital in Houston, Tex., where 
Lartigue died. - ••' _>;>• >/?X* r 
He said that there Was sortie 
evidence that it could’Tiave. been 
designated as a "large cell tin*, 
differentiated’* cancer. He said 
that he felt the cancer started in 
the lung but had no opinion as tt 

’whether or hot ft was caused bf 
smoking. ' ^ 

The defendants who are fee* " * * 
ing sued fbr H50,000 by Mrs- 
Lartigue are the R. J. Reynold# 

(Tobacco Company- and the Liggett 
(and Myers Tobacco Company* 

- v - 

wmM 






•>:?»-A'-j*"'' 

^ ft* 


-v5;»A j 




>• ylTtf-T .. 

< . I* Z *s - * T - ► 






»-k 

o 

o 

CO 

cn 

I 


■ ‘V\ l 

• t - ?? / - : \i 






''Source:’https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/gjbm0000 




